
CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — Extensions of RemarksE380 March 19, 1996
I want to thank Michelle for helping us re-

member the true nature of freedom. In our Na-
tion, we are blessed with freedoms which peo-
ple in so many other countries do not enjoy.
Michelle reminds us that freedom without re-
sponsibility is license. Freedom with respon-
sibility is a virtue.

Mr. Speaker, Michelle’s words are an impor-
tant reminder for our work here in Congress,
and they bear repeating. ‘‘If we are respon-
sible now and in the future, we will make a
better life for ourselves and our future families
in many ways’’. This sixth grader from Rich-
mond, IN is right. Thank you Michelle.

And that is my report from Indiana this
week.
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Mr. STOKES. Mr. Speaker, I rise in opposi-
tion to House Joint Resolution 163, the short-
term continuing appropriations for fiscal year
1996. This is the 11th short-term fiscal year
1996 stopgap spending measure in 5 months.
Who would have thought that 5 months into
the fiscal year, and after 29 days of a Repub-
lican politically contrived shutdown of the Fed-
eral Government which cost the American
people over $1.5 billion, fiscal year 1996 ap-
propriations bills for a number of major Fed-
eral agencies upon which the American peo-
ple depend still have not been enacted?

Now, here we are again, just hours before
the current continuing resolution expires, trying
to pass an 11th stopgap spending measure to
keep the Government operating. In fact, this
stopgap measure will not be the last one for
fiscal year 1996. Expiring on March 22d,
House Joint Resolution 163 will keep the Gov-
ernment operating for only 1 week.

The bill being voted on today still does not
address all of my concerns about critical pro-
grams under the jurisdiction of the appropria-
tions subcommittee for the Departments of
Veterans Affairs, Housing and Urban Develop-
ment and independent agencies—on which I
serve as the ranking member—or, those under
the jurisdiction of the subcommittee for the
Departments of Labor, Health, and Human
Services, and Education on which I also
serve. I am pleased, however, that our Na-
tion’s veterans will get their hardearned bene-
fits, that our homeless, low-income families,
seniors and disabled who depend on Federal
housing assistance will retain support for shel-
ter; and that our environment will be safe-
guarded for at least 1 more week.

Nevertheless, I remain resolute in my oppo-
sition to the cuts in these programs including:

The $1.1 billion cut in title I which will deny
over a million disadvantaged children the
teaching assistance they require in reading
and math;

The $266 million cut in safe and drug free
schools which means that school systems will
be denied the resources they need to provide
children a safe crime free drug free classroom
in which to learn;

The elimination of funding for the Summer
Jobs Program which means that over 600,000

young people who need and want to work will
be deprived of the opportunity to do so;

The anticrime block grants which will elimi-
nate the successful community policing and
crime prevention programs;

The overall cut in funding for the Depart-
ment of Commerce which will dramatically
hinder our Nation’s technology advancement
effort; and

The irresponsible and unjust slashing of
funding for the Minority Business Development
Program, the Commission on Civil Rights, and
the Equal Employment Opportunity Commis-
sion which will lead to the foreclosing of op-
portunities for many Americans.

Mr. Speaker, who would have thought that
our Republican colleagues would have let their
blind desire—to give a tax cut to the wealthy—
outweigh the needs of seniors, children, veter-
ans, and families across the country?

This continuing resolution—like the 10 that
preceded it—is part of the Republicans’ strat-
egy to hold the American people hostage in
an effort to force the President to accept their
outrageous and lifethreatening cuts in major
critical quality of life programs.

Mr. Speaker, this is the ultimate of irrespon-
sibility. House Joint Resolution 163 is not a
solution to the politically contrived budget cri-
sis, it is only an interim step to keep the Gov-
ernment temporarily operating while our col-
leagues on the other side of the aisle decide
what political game to play next. No amount of
smoke and mirrors can hide the pain and suf-
fering that is contained in the GOP’s budget.

Mr. Speaker, it is time for us to put an end
to this piecemeal, part-time approach to oper-
ating the Government. Let’s go back to the
budget negotiation table and restore funding to
critical programs and services including edu-
cation, summer jobs, employment training, stu-
dent aid, housing, environmental protection,
veterans’ medical care, heating assistance,
meals for seniors, and crime prevention. I urge
my colleagues to vote against House Joint
Resolution 163.
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The House in Committee of the Whole
House on the State of the Union had under
consideration the bill (H.R. 2703) to combat
terrorism:

Ms. PELOSI. Mr. Chairman, I rise today in
support of the Conyers-Nadler-Berman sub-
stitute to H.R. 2703. The substitute is a rea-
sonable and measured attempt to address
threats to U.S. citizens posed by terrorism
without creating threats to our fundamental
constitutional protections.

In this debate, we should stipulate that all of
us are concerned about the increase in do-
mestic terrorism and that our thoughts and
prayers are with the survivors of the terrible
terrorist acts which we have seen perpetrated
against U.S. citizens, including the terrorism
directed at Federal workers in Oklahoma City.
We can and must act against terrorism. At the
same time, we must ensure that our actions
are effective and within the bounds of the

Constitution, which has safeguarded basic
American freedoms for over 200 years.

H.R. 2703 poses serious threats to civil lib-
erties and civil rights. I have a number of con-
cerns about H.R. 2703. The bill expands the
use of the death penalty and changes the use
of habeas corpus petitions, severely restricting
avenues of recourse to the judicial system for
people sentenced to death. The death penalty
is not a punishment which should be taken
lightly. Frankly, I do not believe it should be
used at all. But since the death penalty is uti-
lized, we must ensure that people sentenced
to death have sufficient opportunity to petition
for relief if they have not had a fair trial or
competent counsel.

The bill also contains changes to asylum
law which threaten our 200-year history of pro-
viding refuge for people fleeing persecution in
their countries of origin. I agree that we need
to be able to exclude terrorists from our
shores. I do not agree that we should turn
away others who come to the United States
seeking haven from persecution. That protec-
tion is one of the principles upon which this
U.S. standing as an international beacon of
freedom and hope is built.

The Conyers-Nadler-Berman substitute ad-
dresses many of my concerns. This substitute
deletes H.R. 2703’s restrictions on habeas
corpus appeals. It deletes the expedited asy-
lum procedures contained in H.R. 2703. And,
it provides for expedited deportation for terror-
ists without violating constitutional protections.

The Conyers-Nadler-Berman mechanism for
expedited deportation of terrorists is in accord-
ance with procedures for dealing with classi-
fied information and preserves a fundamental
principle of our justice system which grants
accused individuals the right to face their ac-
cuser and to confront evidence. Regardless of
what we think of individuals and the crimes of
which they are accused, we are a nation of
laws. The Conyers-Nadler-Berman substitute
strikes a balance by allowing for the use of
sensitive information in the deportation proc-
ess while also preserving the right of the ac-
cused to mount an adequate defense.

And, the Conyers-Nadler-Berman substitute
prohibits foreign terrorist groups such as
Hamas from fundraising in the United States.

I urge my colleagues to support the Con-
yers-Nadler-Berman substitute, which in-
creases our ability to stop terrorism while con-
tinuing to preserve our precious constitutional
protections. We must fight terrorism. If, how-
ever, we undermine our civil liberties in that
fight, the terrorists win. They succeed not only
by sowing terror through their heinous acts,
but also by undermining the very system
which they claim to be fighting against. The
Conyers-Nadler-Berman substitute is the best
option before us in this debate and I urge my
colleagues to support it.
f

THE STORY OF VARIAN FRY AND
THE EMERGENCY RESCUE COM-
MITTEE

HON. TOM LANTOS
OF CALIFORNIA

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Tuesday, March 19, 1996

Mr. LANTOS. Mr. Speaker, the following ac-
count was written by my wife Annette with the
able assistance and research of Mandi Cohn.
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